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The  plain  man*s  guide  to 

POLARIS 


Wliat  is  Polaris  ? 

“  Polaris  ”  is  the  naine  given  by  the  US  Navy 
to  a  weapon  for  massive  retaliation.  The  weapon 
has  two  parts,  combining  atom-powered  sub- 
marines  with  solid' fuelled,  intermediate -range 

ballistic  missiles. 

The  nuclear  submarines  can  remain  submerged 
for  two  months,  dive  to  500  feet,  speed  faster  than 
40  miles  per  hour,  and  cruise  over  70,000  miles  on 
one  charge  of  uranium.  Each  carries  at  fewest 
sixteen  missiles.  The  ships  cost  of  100  million 
dollm^  each  have  been  called  the  most  com^x 
tilings  ever  built  by  man.” 

Like  the  submarines  themselves,  the  Polaris 
missiles  have  their  own  inertial  guidance  systems 
and  will  have  a  range  of  more  than  1,500  miles. 
Each  missile  can  carry  an  H-bomb  warhead  in 
excess  of  one  megaton,  enough  to  obliterate  a 
large  city.  Having  solid  fuel  engines,  the  missiles 
can  be  launched  quickly  from  beneath  the  ocean's 
surface  and  can  be  stored  for  long  periods  of  time 
wkhout  maintenance. 

Each  submarine  will  be  able  to  launch  within  fifteen 
minutes  several  times  the  explosive  power  of  all  the 
bombs  droped  by  US  planes  in  World  War  II,  and  the 
fleet  of  50  an  attack  six  times  greater  than  one  which 
the  Rand  Corporation  estimated  would  kill  160  million 
Americans  in  36  hours- 


Why  is  Polaris  so 
important;  ? 

The  British  Government  has  decided  to  set  up 
a  base  on  the  Holy  Loch,  near  Glasgow,  for  these 
submarines. 

Polaris  submarined  are  very  difficult  to  detect 
when  away  from  their  harbour  and  provide  a 
missile  launching  base  which  a  surprise  attack 
could  not  easily  destroy.  Americans  say  that 
because  they  will  be  stationed  far  from  US  shores 
an  attack  on  them  wiU  not  devastate  the  USA. 
“  They  will  draw  fire  away  from  us.” 

They  offer  an  extremely  powerful  massive  re¬ 
taliation  force  at  costs  lower  than  other  missile 
systems. 

US  Navy  plans  call  for  a  fleet  of  at  fewest  50 
Polaris  snbmmines  with  a  total  striking  power  of 
over  80©  missiles. 

What  Polaris  means 

That  one  nation  can  threaten  to  bum,  blt^  and 
raffiate  to  death  tens  of  millions  of  people. 

Polaris  will  virtually  end  hopes  for  controlled 
dismmament.  When  nations  cannot  i^ee  on 
adequate  mi^>ectioD  systems  for  nuclear  bomb 
tests,  what  hope  is  there  that  nuclear  submarines 
can  be  monitored  ? 

Continued  overleaf 
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Cut-away  view  of  the  submarine  “  George  Washington.’ 


From  a  launching  tube  aboard  the 
submarine  George  Washington,  a 
Polaris  missile  erupts  through  (he  sur¬ 
face  of  the  sea  and  roars  skyward. 
The  photo  sequence  was  made  during 
test  firings. 


The  submarine  is  the  rmtion’s  first 
underwater  missile  launcher  and  one 
of  two  to  be  deployed  on  regular 
patrol  this  year. 

★ 


Since  June  1  the  shipyards  where  the 
submarines  are  being  built — 125  miles 
from  New  York — have  been  picketed 
by  pacifists  carrying  the  familiar“  ND  ” 
symbol  of  the  Aldermaston  March 
while  boats  with  pacifists  on  board  and 
the  ND  symbol  on  sails  and  sign¬ 
boards  have  been  in  and  out  of  the 
docks  with  messages  of  protest. 


Wliat  Polaris  isaeaiis 


From  overleaf 

Polaris  will  iKcrease  chances  of  war 
throngh  mechanical  or  psychological 
accident.  There  is  no  guarantee  that 
the  captaii^  of  Polaris  submarines, 
who  have  the  power  to  start  total  war, 
will  be  responsible  men. 

Polaris  will  increase  intemational 
tensions.  It  will  place  H-bomb  missile 
sites  a  few  miles  off  the  coasts  of  the 
antagonistic  powers.  What  would  be 
the  respome  of  the  British  people  if 


No  consultation 

fTHE  agreement  for  a  Polaris  sub¬ 
marine  base  in  Scotland  was  said 
authoritatively  today  to  leave  the 
United  States  free  to  launch  the 
nuclear-tipped  missiles  without  prior 
consultation. — The  New  York  Times, 
Nov.  3,  1960. 


Russia  began  to  build  missile  bases  in 
the  Republic  of  Ireland  or  in  Boulogne 
or  Ostend  ?  What  will  the  Russians 
thi^  when  Polaris  submarines  are  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Baltic,  Black  Sea  and  the 
Mediterranean  ?  Already  provocative 
maps  like  the  one  below  are  appearing 
in  American  publications. 


THE  ALTERNATIVE 


■^HIS  ...  is  not  a  cheap  jibe  at 
our  politicians  in  any  party.  It  is 
madness  for  politicians  to  legislate 
more  than  a  few  yards  ahead  of  public 
opinion.  I  have  no  quarrel  with  the 
Prime  Minister  on  his  Polaris  state¬ 
ment,  in  the  present  apathy  of  public 
opinion. 

★ 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  apathy.  I 
may  well  have  a  quarrel  with  you.  I 
have  a  quarrel  with  those  people  in 
Dunoon  who  say :  “  Why  not.  It  will 
be  good  for  trade.”  If  that  is  the 
issue,  let  us  at  once  buy  annuities  of 
£1,000  a  year  for  every  publican  and 
every  cafe  proprietor  in  the  town.  The 
capital  cost  would  be  around  half  what 
we  pay  for  a  single  modem  aeroplane. 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  the  miserable 
myopia  of  local  trade  councils  who 
protest  against  the  place  but  not 
against  the  principle.  A  plague  on 
those  who  are  careful  about  Clyde  and 
could  not  care  less  about  Mersey. 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  my  friend  the 
Moderator  of  Glasgow  Presbytery  if 
he  is  correctly  reported  as  saying :  “  I 
don’t  think  it  matters  a  hoot  where  the 
Polaris  base  is:  Clyde  or  Mersey.”  I 
think  the  Moderator  of  any  Christian 
Presbytery  should  care  a  considerable 
number  of  hoots  if  there  is  a  Polaris 
base  anywhere  on  earth. 


On  November  1,  1960,  we  became 
directly  responsible  for  the  Polaris.  I 
hope  it  is  only  coincidental  that  we 
have  done  so  on  All  Saints’  Day  and 
chosen  a  site  that  was  holy.  True, 
only  for  a  moiety  of  our  people  now 
do  such  facts  mean  anything.  But  for 
that  moiety  November  the  First  is  the 
day  of  Communion  with  the  Saints 
who  “  laid  down  their  life  for  their 
friends  ”. 

Between  Hiroshima  and  now,  how 
far  we  have  travelled.  Truman,  in 
1945,  in  effect,  declared  that  he  had 
allowed  Hiroshima  “  that  the  nations 
of  the  world  might  find  other  means 
of  settling  their  disputes.” 

'k 

Can  anyone  claim  that  from  the  day 
of  that  first  dark  cloud  the  nations 
have  struggled  upwards  towards  find¬ 
ing  “  other  means  ”  ?  Can  anyone 
deny  that,  on  the  contrary,  we  have 
moved,  despite  a  wealth  of  honest 
effort,  ever  further  into  the  night  ?  If 
we  look  steadily  at  Polaris,  is  it  quix¬ 
otic  to  suggest  that  we  stand  at  five 
minutes  to  twelve,  midnight  ? 

Britain  can  still  make  an  indepen¬ 
dent  demarche  if  we  move  together. 
And  if  only  we  can  recover  our 
passion. 

The  Church  must  think  again.  The 
fancy  grows  that  in  the  Church  there 


Polaris 
Missiles 
For  Sale 

TN  April,  1960,  it  was  announced  in 
the  press  that  the  USA  was  plan¬ 
ning  to  supply  Polaris  missiles  to  cer¬ 
tain  Western  European  nations  by 
September,  1961. 

Why  ?  Because  today  fixed-site 
missile  bases  can  be  “  zeroed  in  ” : 
they  have  become  “  sitting  ducks.” 

The  plan  is  that  Great  Britain,  for 
example,  would  retain  her  “  nuclear 
independence  *’  by,  putting  her  own 
nuclear  warheads  into  Polaris  mis¬ 
siles. 

The  British  are  planning  to  instal 
Polaris  on  railroad  cars,  trucks  and 
trailers,  and  on  river  barges  and 
coastal  barges.  Not  only  that,  an 
“  expert  source,”  according  to  The 
New  York  Times,  has  revealed  that 
“  Polaris  missile  designs  have  been 
prepared  with  West  European  re¬ 
quirements  in  mind.” — William  H. 
Cary,  “  Madmen  at  Work.” 


MIG  BUSINESS 

Polaris  submarines  are  being  built  in  the  USA  by  the 
Electric  Boat  division  of  General  Dynamics,  the  largest 
arms  manufacturing  concern  in  the  country.  General 
Dynamics  have  been  responsible  for  three  of  the  most 
important  weapons  for  massive  retaliation  :  B-58  “  Hustler  ” 
H-bombers,  Atlas  ICBM’s,  and  now  Polaris.  Total  sales  in 
1958  were  1.5  billion  dollars,  85  per  cent  military. 

Its  President  is  Frank  Pace,  Jr.,  former  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  Political  scientists  Henry  Kissinger,  exponent  of  pre¬ 
paration  for  “  limited  ”  nuclear  war,  and  physicist  Edward 
Teller,  “father  of  the  H-bomb,”  intransigent  opponent  of  a 
nuclear  weapons  test  ban,  are  on  its  consultative  board. 

“The  core  of  General  Dynamics’  corporate  philosophy,”  says  an 
article  in  Fortune  magazine  (February,  1959),  “  is  the  conviction 
that  national  defence  is  a  more  or  less  permanent  business.” 
“  National  defence  ”  is  seen  as  requiring  an  ever  more  speeded-up 
arms  race. 

The  article  notes  that  General  Dynamics’  stockholders  are  doing  all 
right:  that  a  share  worth  $40  in  1954  had  in  five  years  come  to  be 
worth  five  times  as  much. 


TO  MASS  DESTRUCTION 


are  pacifists  “  and  others.”  It  must  be 
recalled  that  for  the  last  15  centuries 
“  the  others  ” — non-pacifists — were  not 
unprincipled.  Their  doctrine  was  that 
in  a  “  just  war  ”  Christians  might  bear 
arms.  The  salient  condition  of  a  “  just 
war  ”  was  that  “  the  end,”  for  which 
the  war  was  waged,  justified  the 
means. 

Continuing  non-pacifists  must  ask 
themselves  before  God  whether  there 
is  now  any  conceivable  end  that  justi¬ 
fies  the  means  to  which,  in  Holy  Loch, 
we  are  now  committed.  I  do  not  ask 
them  to  become  pacifists.  I  ask  them 
to  recover  some  passion  for  a 
demarche. 

Leastways,  let  them  cease  from  their 
demands  that  the  Africans,  in  seeking 
their  justice  in  South  Africa,  should 
confine  themselves  to  non-violence.  I 
trust  the  Africans  will  still  rise  to  the 
heights  of  non-violence:  a  big  thing  to 
ask  of  “  primitives,”  of  “  just-out-of¬ 
barbarism,”  “  childlike  ”  Africans. 

But  who  are  we  to  ask  it  of  them: 
we  “  the  mature,”  we  who  have  “  had 
Christianity  for  a  thousand  years,”  we 
“  their  teachers  if,  faced  with  the 
defence  of  our  justice,  we  are  not  so 
foolish  as  to  rely  on  anything  so  in¬ 
effective,  so  starry-eyed,  so  “  utterly 
impractical  ”  as  non-violence. 

★ 

Politicians  must  think  again.  The 
only  parade  that  has  yet  protested 


through  the  streets  of  Glasgow  at 
Polaris  has  been  the  Communists : 
hammering  courteously  on  the  doors 
of  the  American  Consulate.  (I  will 
not  join  such  a  procession  until,  be¬ 
fore  it  goes  home,  it  hammers  with 
equal  courtesy  on  the  doors  of  the 
Russian  Consulate,  protesting  against 
Red  military  assistance  for  the  Alge- 


By  the  Very  Rev. 

George ^F.  MacLeod 

Abridged  by  permission  from  an 
article  in  the  Scotsman,  Nov.  3,  1960. 
Dr.  MacLeod,  former  Moderator  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  is  well  known  for  his 
work  with  the  Iona  Community. 


rians.)  But  the  point  is  that  only  the 
Communists  are  marching. 

Let  gentlemen  of  the  Right  chuckle 
at  the  deep  distresses  of  the  thrice- 
split  Labour  Party.  But  they  are  ad¬ 
vised  not  to  chuckle  too  long.  If 
Labour  gets  half-split  into  conven¬ 
tional  versus  a  sort  of  unilateralist 
ILP  and  working  men  get  fed  up  of 
the  lot,  they  cannot  live  for  ever  in  a 
vacuum.  They  will  look  again  to 
Communism  as  a  possible  salvation 
from  a  moribund  Ulster-like  demo¬ 
cracy.  Nor  will  they  be  saved. 

But  what  is  the  demarche! 

It  is  British  leadership  of  a  dynamic 


neutralism,  which  India  and  Africa 
are  waiting  to  join — and  how  many 
more  ?  It  must  not  be  left  to  dissi¬ 
dent  Labourites  to  lead.  It  must  be 
the  British  Houses  of  Parliament,  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  and  Her 
Majesty’s  Opposition,  forced — and  I 
doubt  not  gladly  forced — by  the  re¬ 
covered  passions  of  Britain  who  dare 
not  countenance  this  thing. 

★ 

Do  not  let  us  have  an  anti-Polaris 
campaign,  with  its  inevitable  subscrip¬ 
tion,  its  annual  general  meeting,  its 
tortuous  constitution,  and  its  tight¬ 
rope  contortions  to  keep  pacifists. 
Communists,  and  fellow  travellers  all 
shoogling  on  one  wire.  Let  every  man 
recover  his  passion,  in  every  party, 
and  Britain  her  moral  leadership. 

“  There  is  one  thing  mightier  than 
armies,  an  idea  whose  hour  is  come.” 

What  is  your  reaction  to  that  ?  Is 
it,  in  languor,  to  look  at  the  other 
headings  ...  the  price  of  gold,  the 
motor-car  recession,  the  divorces, 
African  violence,  teddy-boy  murders, 
alleged  bribes,  and  racehorses  that  are 
doped  ? 

Consider  well  whether  they  are  not 
all  part  of  the  same  subject :  all 
pointers  to  a  nation  (hat  has  lost  its 
moral  passion :  all  pointers  to  a  clock 
that  stands  at  five  to  twelve. 

Could  Holy  Loch  be  the  signal  that 
puts  back  the  clock  ? 


What  they  say  , 


PRINITIYE  WEAPON 


TT  0  a  inrin^Te  w»ap«ii.  Its 

of  error  is  so  grsat  that  it  is  point- 
l«s»  to  zero  it  ob  Soviet  noclear  bases : 
it  cam  be  used  only  for  the  iadiscruai- 
Bate  destmctioa  of  Soviet  population 
centres.  The  16  H-bomb  warheads 
cani^  by  the  George  Washington  are 
tiierefore  designed  solely  for  the 
slaaghter  of  tens  of  millions  of  Rus- 
riaos.  Biitais,  as  part  of  the  Polars 
sp^emy  must  therefore  expect  r^lia- 
i^B  OB  a  comparable  scale. — New 
Statesman,  Nov.  5,  1960. 

MASS  DESTRUCTION 

rpHE  Polaris  submarine  in  a  situation 
like  Lebanon,  for  example,  is  of 
no  value  whatever.  It  is  good  only 
for  mass  destruction.  .  .  Polaris  is  a 
strictly  retaliatory  weapon  system.  It 
has  no  mission  except  retaliation;  no 
mission  except  to  destroy  Russia  if  she 
wants  to  start  something.  This  is  the 
only  thing  the  weapon  system  is  good 
for. — Admiral  Burke,  Chief  of  US 
Naved  Operations  before  a  Senate 
Armed  Services  Subcommittee,  Jan.  29, 
1959. 


evK*  have  to  hit,  we^  hk.  Ai^  there 
won’ll  be  a  aeeoad’s  her^tion.” 

Poforcs  k  die  darling  of  Aose  who 
advocate  “  preventive  ^  or  “  iwe- 
emptive  war.’’  Polaris  puis  om*  fate 
under  control  of  ^t  gronp  of  ’^de¬ 
fence”  thinkers  who  are  l^st  rational 
— nsi^  vrhose  hate  and  fear  of  Rsssia 
has  become  pathological. — William  H. 
Cary  “  Madmen  at  Work.” 

NIGHTMARE  FOLLY 

rpHE  destructive  power  of  atomic 
stockpiles  has  increased  far  more 
than  a  hundredfold — how  much  more 
it  may  be  neither  permissible  nor  rele¬ 
vant  to  tell.  .  .  The  new  means  of 
delivery  and  use  have  made  of  the 
command  and  control  of  these  weapon 
systems  a  nightmare  folly  known  only 
to  those  responsible.  What  some  of  us 
know  and  some  of  our  governments 
have  recognised  all  peojde  should 
know  and  every  government  under¬ 
stand  :  if  this  next  great  war  occurs 
none  of  us  can  count  on  having 
enough  living  to  bury  our  dead. — /. 
Robert  Oppenheimer,  New  York 
Herald  Tribune,  June  17,  1960. 

THE  TIMES  EXPLAINS 
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would  rule  out  prior  consultation.  The 
issue  raked  by  the  Prime  Minister’s 
statement  k  therefore  academic. — The 

Times’  Defence  Correspondent,  Nov.  3, 
1960. 

SENSE  OF  SHAME 


NEVER  A  THOUGHT 


130LARIS  will  increase  the  danger 
^  of  all-out  nuclear  war  eith^  by 
,  gome  irresponriblc  act,  or  by  a  mis¬ 
understanding,  misinterpretation,  or 
accident,  or  by  an  electronic  or  human 
breakdown.  Imagine  the  psychological 


strain  on  Polaris  crew  members  who 
are  under  water  for  weeks  or  months, 
away  from  normal  life  and  controls. 
We  will  be  entrusting  our  lives,  and 
those  of  all  the  world,  both  now  and 
for  future  gen^ations,  to  men  condi¬ 
tioned  to  carry  out,  without  question- 
mg,  a  command  to  kill  millions  of 
men,  women  and  children. 


This  is  what  Commander  Osbmu  of 
the  George  Washington  said  when  he 
was  asked  how  it  felt  to  be  the  man 
whose  act  would  unleash  a  Polaris 
submarine’s  destructive  power.  ‘*Fve 
never  given  it  any  thought.  But  if  we 


rpHE  differences  between  London  and 
Washington  over  the  kkerpretation 
of  the  Prime  Minister’s  statement  tiiat 
no  decision  to  use  the  Polaris  missile 
would  be  taken  without  ^the  fullest 
possible  previous  consultatioa  ”  are 
largely  verbal.  The  use  of  flie  word 
“possible”  means  that  thwe  will  be 
conniltation — ^if  there  k  time. 

The  recent  change  m  Ammcan 
strategic  thiitidng  has  not  yet  been 
realised  in  Britain.  There  k  no  longer 
any  tho^sht  in  <dficial  circles  in 
Washington  of  oring  strategic  nuclear 
WMpons  first:  they  would  be  used  only 
in  retaliation  against  a  strategic  nuclear 
attack. 

If  such  an  attach  tordc  place  there 
would  be  no  time  fw  consultation,  so 
tiiat  if  the  Polmk  missiles  were  ever 
fired  k  w<mld  be  m  ekcinnstances  that 


TS  there  anyone  .  .  .  who  does  not 
feel  a  sense  of  shame  at  the  mere 
words  “  Holy  Loch  ”?  Britain’s  leaders 
have  not  only  ceded  the  base  t© 
America.  They  have  surrendered  any 
right  to  ask  what  use  it  will  be  put  to. 
— Sunday  Express,  Nov.  6,  1960. 

HOW  MUCH  LONGER? 

T^HERE  does  a  professedly  Chris- 
”  ”  tian  country  draw  the  line  ?  How 
much  longer  are  we  going  to  pretend 
that  we  are  preserving  the  highest 
values  of  Christian  civilisation  by 
basing  our  security  on  such  weapons  ? 
.  .  .  The  time  k  NOW  for  thk  country 
to  show  another  way — the  way  of  um- 
lateral  dkarmament  and  the  rededica¬ 
tion  of  our  skills  and  resources  to  the 
well-being  of  our  fellow  men  .  .  . 
only  along  this  path,  whatever  its 
dangers,  can  mankind  move  forward. 
— Friends  Peace  Committee  (Quakers), 
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What  is  Polaris  ? 

“  Polaris  ”  is  the  name  given  by  the  US  Navy 
to  a  weapon  for  massive  retaliation.  The  weapon 
has  two  parts,  combining  atom-powered  sub¬ 
marines  with  solid-fuelled,  intermediate-range 
ballistic  missiles. 

The  nuclear  submarines  can  remain  submerged 
for  two  months,  dive  to  500  feet,  speed  faster  than 
40  miles  per  hour,  and  cruise  over  70,000  miles  on 
one  charge  of  uranium.  Each  carries  at  fewest 
sixteen  missiles.  The  ships  cost  of  100  million 
dollars  each  have  been  called  the  most  complex 
things  ever  built  by  man.” 

Like  the  submarines  themselves,  the  Polaris 
missiles  have  their  own  inertial  guidance  systems 
and  will  have  a  range  of  more  than  1,500  miles. 
Each  missile  can  carry  an  H-bomb  warhead  in 
excess  of  one  megaton,  enough  to  obliterate  a 
large  city.  Having  solid  fuel  engines,  the  missiles 
can  be  launched  quickly  from  beneath  the  ocean's 
surface  and  cam  be  stored  for  long  periods  of  time 
without  maintenance. 

Each  submarine  will  be  able  to  launch  within  fifteen 
minutes  several  times  the  explosive  power  of  all  the 
bombs  droped  by  US  planes  in  World  War  II,  and  the 
fleet  of  50  an  attack  six  times  greater  than  one  which 
the  Rand  Corporation  estimated  would  kill  160  million 
Americans  in  36  hours. 


Why  is  Polaris  so 
imporiani? 

The  British  Government  has  decided  to  set  up 
a  base  on  the  Holy  Loch,  near  Glasgow,  for  these 
submarines. 

Polaris  submarines  are  very  difficult  to  detect 
when  away  from  their  harbour  and  provide  a 
missile  launching  base  which  a  surprise  attack 
could  not  easily  destroy.  Americans  say  that 
because  they  will  be  stationed  far  from  US  shores 
an  attack  on  them  will  not  devastate  the  USA. 
“  They  will  draw  fire  away  from  us.” 

They  offer  an  extremely  powerful  massive  re¬ 
taliation  force  at  costs  lower  than  other  missile 
systems. 

US  Navy  plans  call  for  a  fleet  of  at  fewest  50 
Polaris  submarines  with  a  total  striking  power  of 
over  800  missiles. 

Whai  Polaris  fliieans 

That  one  nation  can  threaten  to  bum,  blast  and 
radiate  to  death  tens  of  millions  of  people. 

Polaris  will  virtually  end  hopes  for  controlled 
disannament.  When  nations  cannot  agree  on 
adequate  inspection  systems  for  nuclear  bomb 
tests,  what  hope  is  there  that  nuclear  submarines 
can  be  monitored  ? 

Continued  overleaf 
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Cut-away  view  of  the  submarine  “  George  Washington.' 


Wliat  Polaris  Biaeaiis 


From  overleaf 

Polaris  will  tno-ease  chances  of  war 
through  mechanical  or  psychological 
accident.  There  is  no  guarantee  that 
the  captains  of  Polaris  submarines, 
who  have  the  power  to  start  total  war, 
will  be  responsible  men. 

Polaris  will  increase  international 
tensions.  It  will  place  H-bomb  missile 
sites  a  few  miles  off  the  coasts  of  the 
antagonistic  powers.  What  would  be 
the  response  of  the  British  people  if 


No  consultation 

‘Ti^HE  agreement  for  a  Polaris  sub¬ 
marine  base  in  Scotland  was  said 
authoritatively  today  to  leave  the 
United  States  free  to  launch  the 
nuclear-tipped  missiles  without  prior 
consultation— 7/je  New  York  Times 
Nov.  3,  1960. 


Russia  began  to  build  missile  bases  in 
the  Republic  of  Ireland  or  in  Boulogne 
or  Ostend  ?  What  will  the  Russians 
think  when  Polaris  submarines  are  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Baltic,  Black  Sea  and  the 
Mediterranean  ?  Already  provocative 
maps  like  the  one  below  are  appearing 
in  American  publications. 


THE  ALTERNATIVE 


From  a  launching  tube  aboard  the 
submarine  George  Washington,  a 
Polaris  missile  erupts  through  the  sur¬ 
face  of  the  sea  and  roars  skyward. 
The  photo  sequence  was  made  during 
test  firings. 

The  submarine  is  the  nation’s  first 
underwater  missile  launcher  and  one 
of  two  to  be  deployed  on  regular 
patrol  this  year. 

★ 

Since  June  1  the  shipyards  where  the 
submarines  are  being  built — 125  miles 
from  New  York — have  been  picketed 
by  pacifists  carrying  the  familiar*'  ND  ” 
symbol  of  the  Aldermaston  March 
while  boats  with  pacifists  on  board  and 
the  ND  symbol  on  sails  and  sign¬ 
boards  have  been  in  and  out  of  the 
docks  with  messages  of  protest. 


...  is  not  a  cheap  jibe  at 
our  politicians  in  any  party.  It  is 
madness  for  politicians  to  legislate 
more  than  a  few  yards  ahead  of  public 
opinion.  I  have  no  quarrel  with  the 
Prime  Minister  on  his  Polaris  state¬ 
ment,  in  the  present  apathy  of  public 
opinion. 

★ 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  apathy.  I 
may  well  have  a  quarrel  with  you.  I 
have  a  quarrel  with  those  people  in 
Dunoon  who  say :  “  Why  not.  It  will 
be  good  for  trade.”  If  that  is  the 
issue,  let  us  at  once  buy  annuities  of 
£1,000  a  year  for  every  publican  and 
every  cafe  proprietor  in  the  town.  The 
capital  cost  would  be  around  half  what 
we  pay  for  a  single  modern  aeroplane. 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  the  miserable 
myopia  of  local  trade  councils  who 
protest  against  the  place  but  not 
against  the  principle.  A  plague  on 
those  who  are  careful  about  Clyde  and 
could  not  care  less  about  Mersey. 

I  have  a  quarrel  with  my  friend  the 
Moderator  of  Glasgow  Presbytery  if 
he  is  correctly  reported  as  saying :  “  I 
don’t  think  it  matters  a  hoot  where  the 
Polaris  base  is:  Clyde  or  Mersey.”  I 
think  the  Moderator  of  any  Christian 
Presbytery  should  care  a  considerable 
number  of  hoots  if  there  is  a  Polaris 
base  anywhere  on  earth. 


On  November  1,  1960,  we  became 
directly  responsible  for  the  Polaris.  I 
hope  it  is  only  coincidental  that  we 
have  done  so  on  All  Saints’  Day  and 
chosen  a  site  that  was  holy.  True, 
only  for  a  moiety  of  our  people  now 
do  such  facts  mean  anything.  But  for 
that  moiety  November  the  First  is  the 
day  of  Communion  with  the  Saints 
who  “  laid  down  their  life  for  their 
friends  ”. 

Between  Hiroshima  and  now,  how 
far  we  have  travelled.  Truman,  in 
1945,  in  effect,  declared  that  he  had 
allowed  Hiroshima  “  that  the  nations 
of  the  world  might  find  other  means 
of  settling  their  disputes.” 

★ 

Can  anyone  claim  that  from  the  day 
of  that  first  dark  cloud  the  nations 
have  struggled  upwards  towards  find¬ 
ing  “  other  means  ”  ?  Can  anyone 
deny  that,  on  the  contrary,  we  have 
moved,  despite  a  wealth  of  honest 
effort,  ever  further  into  the  night  ?  If 
we  look  steadily  at  Polaris,  is  it  quix¬ 
otic  to  suggest  that  we  stand  at  five 
minutes  to  twelve,  midnight  ? 

Britain  can  still  make  an  indepen¬ 
dent  demarche  if  we  move  together. 
And  if  only  we  can  recover  our 
passion. 

The  Church  must  think  again.  The 
fancy  grows  that  in  the  Church  there 


Polaris 
Missiles 
For  Sale 

TN  April,  1960,  it  was  announced  in 
the  press  that  the  USA  was  plan¬ 
ning  to  supply  Polaris  missiles  to  cer¬ 
tain  Western  European  nations  by 
September,  1961. 

Why  ?  Because  today  fixed-site 
missile  bases  can  be  “  zeroed  in  ” ; 
they  have  become  “  sitting  ducks.” 

The  plan  is  that  Great  Britain,  for 
example,  would  retain  her  “  nuclear 
independence  ”  by  putting  her  own 
nuclear  warheads  into  Polaris  mis¬ 
siles. 

The  British  are  planning  to  instal 
Polaris  on  railroad  cars,  trucks  and 
trailers,  and  on  river  barges  and 
coastal  barges.  Not  only  that,  an 
“  expert  source,”  according  to  The 
New  York  Times,  has  revealed  that 
“  Polaris  missile  designs  have  been 
prepared  with  West  European  re¬ 
quirements  in  mind.” — William  H. 
Cary,  ”  Madmen  at  Work.” 


Polaris  submarines  are  being  built  in  the  USA  by  the 
Electric  Boat  division  of  General  Dynamics,  the  largest 
arms  manufacturing  concern  in  the  country.  General 
Dynamics  have  been  responsible  for  three  of  the  most 
important  weapons  for  massive  retaliation  :  B-58  “  Hustler  ” 
H-bombers,  Atlas  ICBM’s,  and  now  Polaris.  Total  sales  in 
1958  were  1.5  billion  dollars,  85  per  cent  military. 

Its  President  is  Frank  Pace,  Jr.,  former  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  Political  scientists  Henry  Kissinger,  exponent  of  pre¬ 
paration  for  “  limited  ”  nuclear  war,  and  physicist  Edward 
Teller,  father  of  the  H-bomb,”  intransigent  opponent  of  a 
nuclear  weapons  test  ban,  are  on  its  consultative  board. 

“  The  core  of  General  Dynamics’  corporate  philosophy,”  says  an 
article  in  Fortune  magazine  (February,  1959),  “  is  the  conviction 
that  national  defence  is  a  more  or  less  permanent  business.” 
“  National  defence  ”  is  seen  as  requiring  an  ever  more  speeded-up 
arms  race. 

The  article  notes  that  General  Dynamics’  stockholders  are  doing  aH 
right:  that  a  share  worth  $40  in  1954  had  in  five  vears  come  to  be 
worth  five  times  as  much. 


TO  MASS  DESTRUCTION 


are  pacifists  “  and  others.”  It  must  be 
recalled  that  for  the  last  15  centuries 
“  the  others  ” — non-pacifists— were  not 
unprincipled.  Their  doctrine  was  that 
in  a  “  just  war  ”  Christians  might  bear 
arms.  The  salient  condition  of  a  “  just 
war  ”  was  that  “  the  end,”  for  which 
the  war  was  waged,  justified  the 
means. 

Continuing  non-pacifists  must  ask 
themselves  before  God  whether  there 
is  now  any  conceivable  end  that  justi¬ 
fies  the  means  to  which,  in  Holy  Loch, 
we  are  now  committed.  I  do  not  ask 
them  to  become  pacifists.  I  ask  them 
to  recover  some  passion  for  a 
demarche. 

Leastways,  let  them  cease  from  their 
demands  that  the  Africans,  in  seeking 
their  justice  in  South  Africa,  should 
confine  themselves  to  non-violence.  I 
trust  the  Africans  will  still  rise  to  the 
heights  of  non-violence:  a  big  thing  to 
ask  of  “  primitives,”  of  “  just-out-of- 
barbarism,”  “  childlike  ”  Africans. 

But  who  are  we  to  ask  it  of  them: 
we  “  the  mature,”  we  who  have  “  had 
Christianity  for  a  thousand  years,”  we 
“  their  teachers  if,  faced  with  the 
defence  of  our  justice,  we  are  not  so 
foolish  as  to  rely  on  anything  so  in¬ 
effective,  so  starry-eyed,  so  “  utterly 
impractical  ”  as  non-violence. 

★ 

Politicians  must  think  again.  TTie 
only  parade  that  has  yet  protested 


through  the  streets  of  Glasgow  at 
Polaris  has  been  the  Communists : 
hanunering  courteously  on  the  doors 
of  the  American  Consulate.  will 
not  join  such  a  procession  until,  be¬ 
fore  it  goes  home,  it  hammers  with 
equal  courtesy  on  the  doors  of  the 
Russian  Consulate,  protesting  against 
Red  military  assistance  for  the  Alge- 


By  the  Very  Rev. 

George ^F.  MacLeod 

Abridged  by  permission  from  an 
article  in  the  Scotsman,  Nov.  3,  1960. 
Dr.  MacLeod,  former  Moderator  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  is  well  known  for  his 
work  with  the  Iona  Community. 


rians.)  But  the  point  is  that  only  the 
Communists  are  marching. 

Let  gentlemen  of  the  Right  chuckle 
at  the  deep  distresses  of  the  thrice- 
split  Labour  Party.  But  they  are  ad¬ 
vised  not  to  chuckle  too  long.  If 
Labour  gets  half-split  into  conven¬ 
tional  versus  a  sort  of  unilateralist 
ILP  and  working  men  get  fed  up  of 
the  lot,  they  cannot  live  for  ever  in  a 
vacuum.  They  will  look  again  to 
Communism  as  a  possible  salvation 
from  a  moribund  Ulster-like  demo¬ 
cracy.  Nor  will  they  be  saved. 

But  what  is  the  demarche! 

It  is  British  leadership  of  a  dynamic 


neutralism,  which  India  and  Africa 
are  waiting  to  join — and  how  many 
more  ?  It  must  not  be  left  to  dissi¬ 
dent  Labourites  to  lead.  It  must  be 
the  British  Houses  of  Parliament,  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  and  Her 
Majesty’s  Opposition,  forced — and  I 
doubt  not  gladly  forced — by  the  re¬ 
covered  passions  of  Britain  who  dare 
not  countenance  this  thing. 

★ 

Do  not  let  us  have  an  anti-Polaris 
campaign,  with  its  inevitable  subscrip¬ 
tion,  its  annual  general  meeting,  its 
tortuous  constitution,  and  its  tight¬ 
rope  contortions  to  keep  pacifists. 
Communists,  and  fellow  travellers  all 
shoogling  on  one  wire.  Let  every  man 
recover  his  passion,  in  every  party, 
and  Britain  her  moral  leadership. 

“  There  is  one  thing  mightier  than 
armies,  an  idea  whose  hour  is  come.” 

What  is  your  reaction  to  that  ?  Is 
it,  in  languor,  to  look  at  the  other 
headings  ...  the  price  of  gold,  the 
motor-car  recession,  the  divorces, 
African  violence,  teddy-boy  murders, 
alleged  bribes,  and  racehorses  tliat  are 
doped  ? 

Consider  well  whether  tliey  are  not 
all  part  of  the  same  subject :  all 
pointers  to  a  nation  that  has  lost  its 
moral  passion:  all  pointers  to  a  clock 
that  stands  at  five  to  twelve. 

Could  Holy  Loch  be  the  signal  that 
puts  back  the  clock  ? 


What  they  say  .  ,  . 


PRIMIT8VE  WEAPON 

TT  is  a  primitive  weapon.  Its  margin 

of  error  is  so  great  that  it  is  point¬ 
less  to  zero  it  on  Soviet  nuclear  bases  : 
it  can  be  used  only  for  the  indiscrimi¬ 
nate  destruction  of  Soviet  population 
centres.  The  16  H-bomb  warheads 
carried  by  the  George  Washington  are 
therefore  designed  solely  for  the 
slaughter  of  tens  of  millions  of  Rus¬ 
sians.  Britain^  as  part  of  the  Polaris 
system,  must  therefore  expect  retalia¬ 
tion  on  a  comparable  scale. — New 
Statesman,  Nov.  5,  1960. 

MASS  DESTRUCTION 

rpHE  Polaris  submarine  in  a  situation 
like  Lebanon,  for  example,  is  of 
no  value  whatever.  It  is  good  only 
for  mass  destruction.  .  .  Polaris  is  a 
strictly  retaliatory  weapon  system.  It 
has  no  mission  except  retaliation;  no 
mission  except  to  destroy  Russia  if  she 
wants  to  start  something.  This  is  the 
only  thing  the  weapon  system  is  good 
for. — Admiral  Burke,  Chief  of  US 
Naval  Operations  before  a  Senate 
Armed  Services  Subcommittee,  Jan.  29, 
1959. 

NEVER  A  THOUGHT 

T>OLARIS  will  increase  the  danger 
of  all-out  nuclear  war  either  by 
some  irresponsible  act,  or  by  a  mis¬ 
understanding,  misinterpretation,  or 
accident,  or  by  an  electronic  or  human 
breakdown.  Imagine  the  psychological 
strain  on  Polaris  crew  members  who 
are  under  water  for  weeks  or  months, 
away  from  normal  life  and  controls. 
We  will  be  entrusting  our  lives,  and 
those  of  all  the  world,  both  now  and 
for  future  generations,  to  men  condi¬ 
tioned  to  carry  out,  without  question¬ 
ing,  a  command  to  kill  millions  of 
men,  women  and  children. 

This  is  what  Commander  Osborn  of 
the  George  Washington  said  when  he 
was  asked  how  it  felt  to  be  the  man 
whose  act  would  unleash  a  Polaris 
submarine’s  destructive  power.  ‘*I’ve 
never  given  it  any  thought.  But  if  we 


ever  have  to  hit,  we’ll  hit.  And  there 
won’t  be  a  second’s  hesitation.” 

Polaris  is  the  darling  of  those  who 
advocate  “  preventive  ”  or  “  pre¬ 
emptive  war.”  Polaris  puts  our  fate 
under  control  of  that  group  of  “  de¬ 
fence”  thinkers  who  are  least  rational 
— men  whose  hate  and  fear  of  Russia 
has  become  pathological. — Williaim  H. 
Cary  “  Madmen  at  Work.” 

NIGHTMARE  FOLLY 

rpHE  destructive  power  of  atomic 
stockpiles  has  increased  far  more 
than  a  hundredfold — how  much  more 
it  may  be  neither  permissible  nor  rele¬ 
vant  to  tell.  .  .  The  new  means  of 
delivery  and  use  have  made  of  the 
command  and  control  of  these  weapon 
systems  a  nightmare  folly  known  only 
to  those  responsible.  What  some  of  us 
know  and  some  of  our  governments 
have  recognised  all  people  should 
know  and  every  government  under¬ 
stand:  if  this  next  great  war  occurs 
none  of  us  can  count  on  having 
enough  living  to  bury  our  dead. — J. 
Robert  Oppenheimer,  New  York 
Herald  Tribune,  June  17,  1960. 

THE  TIMES  EXPLAINS 

rriHE  differences  between  London  and 
Washington  over  the  interpretation 
of  the  Prime  Minister’s  statement  that 
no  decision  to  use  the  Polaris  missile 
would  be  taken  without  “  the  fullest 
possible  previous  consultation  ”  are 
largely  verbal.  The  use  of  the  word 

possible  ”  means  that  there  will  be 
consultation — if  there  is  time. 

The  recent  change  in  American 
strategic  thinking  has  not  yet  been 
realised  in  Britain.  There  is  no  longer 
any  thought  in  official  circles  in 
Washington  of  using  strategic  nuclear 
weapons  first:  they  would  be  used  only 
in  retaliation  against  a  strategic  nuclear 
attack. 

If  such  an  attack  took  place  there 
would  be  no  time  for  consultation,  so 
that  if  the  Polaris  missiles  were  ever 
fired  it  would  be  in  circumstances  that 
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would  rule  out  prior  consultation.  The 
issue  raised  by  the  Prime  Minister’s 
statement  is  therefm'e  academic. — ^The 
Times’  Defence  Correspondent,  Nov.  3, 
1960. 

SENSE  OF  SHAME 

TS  there  anyone  .  .  .  who  docs  not 
feel  a  sense  of  shame  at  the  mere 
words  “Holy  Loch”?  Britain’s  leaders 
have  not  only  ceded  the  base  to 
America.  They  have  surrendered  any 
right  to  ask  what  use  it  will  be  put  to. 
— Sunday  Express,  Nov.  6,  1960. 

HOW  MUCH  LONGER? 

T^HERE  does  a  professedly  Chris- 
*  ^  tian  country  draw  the  fine  ?  How 
much  longer  are  we  going  to  pretend 
that  we  are  preserving  the  highest 
values  of  Christian  civilisation  hy 
basing  our  security  on  such  weapons  ? 
.  .  .  The  time  is  NOW  for  this  country 
to  show  another  way — the  way  of  uni¬ 
lateral  disarmament  and  the  rededka- 
tion  of  our  skills  and  resources  to  the 
well-being  of  our  fellow  men  .  ,  . 
only  along  this  path,  whatever  its 
dangers,  can  mankind  move  forward. 
- — Friends  Peace  Committee  (Quakers), 
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